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to prove strictly that the special damage is imme-
diately caused by the defendant's words (k). It
is not sufficient that such words conduced to the
damage; they must have heen the main factor in
producing it.

If the damage is mainly attributable to the
caprice or unreasonable conduct of a third party,
or conduct which under the circumstances could
not be reasonably anticipated, the defendant is
not liable (/). Thus where the defendant, who
was a married woman, accused another married
woman of having committed adultery, and the
latter told her husband of the accusation, and he
thereupon insisted upon a separation, it was held
that the defendant was not liable (m).

In Spdglit v. Gosnay (n), the defendant uttered
a slander consisting of a false imputation upon the
chastity of the plaintiff, an unmarried woman, in
the presence of plaintiff's mother. The mother
repeated it to the plaintiff, who repeated it to the
man to whom she was engaged to be married, and
he broke off the engagement. There being no
evidence that the defendant authorized or intended
the repetition of the slander, or that he knew of
the plaintiffs engagement, it was held by the
Court of Appeal that an action of slander could

(&) See p. 23, supra.

(Z) AsJdey Y. Harrison (1793), 1 Esp. 48; Peake, 256.

(m) Parkins et ux. v. Scott et ux. (1862), 1 H. & C. 153; 31
L. J. Ex. 331.

(n) (1891), 60 L. J. Q. B. 231; 55 J. P. 501; but now an
action would lie for such an imputation without proof of
special damage; see pp. 36, o7, supra.